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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I) 03 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 May 2005 . 

2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) IEl Claim(s) 1.3-15.17 and 18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1.3-15.17 and 18 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 28 June 2001 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

1 2)I3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)E3 All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .E3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 

Claims 1, 3-15 and 17-18 are pending. Claim 16 has previously been cancelled. Claims 2 
and 19-20 have been cancelled per Amendment of May 25, 2005. Claims 1 and 15 have been 
amended per Amendment of May 25, 2005. 

Priority 

Priority to Korean Patent Application No. 2000-51876 (Sept. 2, 2000) is claimed. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1, 10 and 15 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
As to claims 1, 10 and 15, it is noted that all components of a display device are 
essentially removable - either by a user of the device or a technician during repair of a device. 
Removability depends on the degree of removability - whether the component is to be removed 
by a user of the device or whether the component is to be removed by a technician during repair 
of the device. Removability of the printed circuit boards is presumed to be met by the prior art of 
record. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-8, 1 1-15 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over United States Patent 6,307,530 Bl (to Cho) in view of United States Patent 4,772,100 (to 
Suenaga). 

As to claims 1 (amended), 3-8, 1 1, 15 (amended) and 17-18, Cho teaches and discloses a 
liquid crystal display having a partitioned circuit section (Title, entire patent). With reference to 
Figure 1, Cho illustrates a liquid crystal panel (1) that necessarily includes upper and lower 
substrates and a liquid crystal layer interposed between the upper and lower substrates, a rear 
case (2)(Applicant's first frame) onto which a main printed circuit board (1 1)( Applicant's source 
printed circuit board) and a power printed circuit board (12 and 13)(Applicant's control printed 
circuit board) are disposed and printed circuit boards (1 1), (12), and (13) are laterally spaced 
apart from each other along a horizontal direction as per Figure 1, a front case (3 )( Applicant's 
second frame) coupled with the rear case (2)(Applicant's first frame) such that the liquid crystal 
panel (1) is fixed between the rear case (2) and the front case (3), wherein the main printed 
circuit board (1 1) is mounted on the rear case (2) and is electrically connected with the liquid 
crystal panel (interface board, 10), and the power printed circuit board (12 and 13) is electrically 
connected to the main printed circuit board (1 1) to drive the liquid crystal panel (connect cables, 
17). 
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Cho teaches and discloses connection structures on the rear case (2)(screws and bolts, for 
example) that are used to affix the printed circuit boards (11, 12, 13) and liquid crystal panel (1) 
to the inside of the rear case (2). The circuit boards have notches (Figures 1 and 3 for example). 

Please also note that Cho, Figure 1, illustrates that the first frame (2) has at least one 
coupling segment (several coupling segments may be seen on the inner surface of the first frame 
(2)) to hold, respectively, a side and an opposite side of the control printed circuit board (12 and 
13). Upon assembly of the entire device, the first frame necessarily holds sides of the printed 
circuit boards. 

Although Cho Figure 3, illustrates connect cables (17) connecting printed circuit boards 
1 1 and 12, Cho does not appear to explicitly specify that the main printed circuit board is 
removable from the power printed circuit board and the rear case. 

Suenaga teaches and discloses a liquid crystal display device having circuit boards 
extending along segment and column electrode directions (Title, entire patent). Suenaga teaches 
and discloses, with reference to Figure 5 A, by way of non-limiting example, a plan view of a 
printed circuit board assembly forming part of a liquid crystal display device. Suenaga illustrates 
a printed circuit board assembly (3) with at least segment circuit boards (3 A and 3B) and 
common circuit board (3C) arranged on a frame structure and laterally spaced apart from each 
other along a horizontal direction as per Figure 5 A. Suenaga goes on to teach and disclose that 
when a defect is found during inspection in one of the printed circuit boards, it is only necessary 
to replace the particular printed circuit board having been found defective (Column 4, Lines 57- 
60) and thus repair and replacement of a defective printed circuit board can be readily 
accomplished. 
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Suenaga is evidence that ordinary workers in the field of liquid crystal display modules 
would have had the reason, suggestion, and motivation to remove printed circuit boards from 
each other and from a frame for effective repair and replacement of defective printed circuit 
boards. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of liquid crystal 
display modules at the time the invention was made to modify Cho in view of Suenaga for 
effective repair and replacement of defective printed circuit boards. 

As to claims 3-8, 1 1 and 17-18, Cho teaches and discloses connection structures on the 
rear case (2)(screws and bolts, for example) that are used to affix the printed circuit boards (11, 
12, 13) and liquid crystal panel (1) to the inside of the rear case (2). The circuit boards have 
notches (Figures 1 and 3 for example). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of liquid crystal display 
modules at the time the invention was made to include attaching means on the inside of a frame 
to affix printed circuit boards and liquid crystal display panel to the inside of the frame to 
prevent the printed circuit boards and liquid crystal display panel from disconnection. 

As to claim 12, Suenaga teaches and discloses an illuminating device (Figure 4, item 19) 
that is used as a backlight for illuminating the effective display area of the liquid crystal panel 
and that is disposed at the back of a printed circuit board assembly (Column 3, Lines 64-68 and 
Column 4, Lines 1-11). 

As to claims 13 and 14, Suenaga teaches and discloses several supports (Figure 1) in a 
completed liquid crystal display device (Figure 1). 
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Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over United 
States Patent 6,307,530 Bl (to Cho) in view of United States Patent 4,772,100 (to Suenaga) and 
further in view of United States Patent 5,963,287 (to Asada et al.). 

As to claims 9 and 10, Cho does not appear to explicitly specify a flexible printed circuit 
board to electrically connect main printed circuit board and power printed circuit board and that 
the flexible printed circuit board is removable from the power printed circuit board. 

Asada teaches and discloses a display unit with flexible printed circuit board (Title, entire 
patent). Asada teaches and discloses that a flexible printed circuit board is electrically connected 
to a driver circuit board and contributes to a display unit that can be manufactured inexpensively 
and at a high yield (Column 3, Lines 35-49). 

Please furthermore note that all components of a display device are essentially removable 
- either by a user of the device or a technician during repair of a device. Removability depends 
on the degree of removability - whether the component is to be removed by a user of the device 
or whether the component is to be removed by a technician during repair of the device. 

Asada is evidence that ordinary workers in the field of liquid crystal display modules 
would have had the reason, suggestion, and motivation to have a flexible printed circuit board 
electrically connecting the main printed circuit board and power printed circuit board and that the 
flexible printed circuit board is removable from the power printed circuit board to contribute to a 
display unit that can be manufactured inexpensively and at a high yield. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of liquid crystal 
display modules at the time the invention was made to modify Cho in view of Asada for a 
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display unit that can be manufactured inexpensively and at a high yield as taught and disclosed in 
Asada. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 25, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

(1) In reference to the Examiner's Objections with respect to claims 1, 10 and 15, 
Applicant asserts that "there is(are) no ground(s) presented by the analysis that would require 
any amendment to the term 'removable.'" (Remarks at page 7). 

It is respectfully asserted that this is not correct, since the Examiner has clearly noted that 
removability is a function of whether the user can remove the piece in question or whether a 
technician can remove the piece. 

The Examiner notes Applicant's remark "[u]se of the term 'removable' has existed in 
claims 1, 10, and 15 from the specification, as originally filed on June 28, 2001. Now, some four 
years later (emphasis in original)(See Remarks at page 8), use of the term 'removable' is 
somehow objected to. Applicant respectfully asserts that making objections to claim language at 
this point in the prosecution of the application based upon language that existed since the filing 
of the application is a clear impediment to advancing the prosecution of the application. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that more attention be paid before making any 
further unnecessary objections, rejections, or restriction requirements that would take away from 
Applicant's patent term." (Remarks at page 7). 
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The Examiner responds to the above comment as follows: 

(1) Upon review of the case file, claim 15 as filed on June 28, 2001 did not 
include the word "removable." 

(2) If the limitation (removable) did exist in the Specification, Applicant is 
reminded that limitations from the Specification may not be read into the claims. "Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims." See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
(MPEP2100). 

(3) Please furthermore note that patent examination is not a single thread 
algorithm. Rather, patent examination is an evolving process. The Examiner timely raises any 
Objections to claims when the need to do so is perceived by the Examiner. The same may be said 
for Restrictions and Rejections. 

(4) It is furthermore respectfully noted that the Examiner's role is to make certain 
that claim language is clear and unambiguous (MPEP 21 1 l)(stating that "[a]n essential purpose 
of patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, correct, and unambiguous"). 
Furthermore, MPEP 706 [R-2] states that "the examiner should never overlook the importance of 
his or her role in allowing claims which properly de fine the invention ." (emphasis added). 

(5) The Examiner respectfully and sincerely requests that Applicant confine 
Applicant's Remarks to the merits of the Application at hand. 
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(2) Turning to Applicant's arguments regarding the Rejections of record, as noted, Cho 
discloses a first frame that has coupling segments for holding sides of a control printed circuit 
board. It is furthermore noted that the control printed circuit board shows notches on its opposing 
sides. See Cho's Figure 1. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeanne A. Di Grazio whose telephone number is (571)272-2289. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Kim, can be reached on (571)272-2293. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jeanne Andrea Di Grazio 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2871 
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